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DETAILED ACTION 
Introduction 

1. In view of the Appellant's Brief filed on 04/21/2006, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. New grounds of rejection are set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the following 
two options: 

(1) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.1 1 1 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply under 37 
CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) request reinstatement of the appeal. 

If reinstatement of the appeal is requested, such request must be accompanied by a 
supplemental appeal brief, but no new amendments, affidavits (37 CFR 1.130, 1.131 or 1.132) or 
other evidence are permitted. See 37 CFR 1.193(b)(2). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AEPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 
do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an 
international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
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reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Hahn et al. (US 
6,188,949 Bl). 

Regarding claim 26 Hahn teaches a decision unit coupled to an operable device, which is 
used in vehicle (see col. 5, lines 9-13 and FIG. 1). Hahn teaches a decision unit comprising an 
input for receiving sensor signals (see col. 6, lines 17-20). Hahn teaches a decision unit 
determining vehicle-specific conditions over a time period of vehicle operation by evaluating the 
received sensor signal (see col. 5, lines 35-45 and col. 6, lines 40-50). Hahn teaches converting 
the vehicle-specific conditions into a driving profile indicating an actual driving situation of the 
vehicle (see col. 7, lines 55-58). Hahn teaches an output for outputting a signal, which is used 
for changing the operation states of the operable device connected to the decision unit (see col. 6, 
lines 60-67 and col. 7, lines 1-5). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 9-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hahn et al. 
(US 6,188,949 Bl) in view of Lemelson et al. (US 6,553,130 Bl). 

Regarding claim 9 Hahn teaches an operable device to be used in a vehicle, comprising 
an operating panel through which a user cause at least one of producing existing operating states 


Application/Control Number: 09/62 1 ,085 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2617 

or changing existing operating states of the operable device (see col. 5, lines 9-13 and col. 6, 
lines 10-16). Hahn teaches a decision unit, coupled to the operating panel, which receives data 
for determining vehicle specific conditions over a time period of vehicle operation by evaluating 
the received data (see col. 5, lines 35-45 and col. 6, lines 16-25 & 40-50). Hahn teaches 
converting the vehicle-specific conditions into a driving profile indicating an actual driving 
situation of the vehicle (see col. 7, lines 55-58). Hahn does not specifically teach blocking or 
releasing the existing operating states of the operable device according to whether the actual 
driving situation is dangerous or non-dangerous on a basis of a driving profile. Hahn does teach 
controlling existing operating states according to an actual driving situation on the basis of a 
driving profile (see col. 6, lines 60-67 and col. 7, lines 1-5). Lemelson teaches blocking or 
releasing the existing operating states of an operable device according to whether the actual 
driving situation is dangerous or non-dangerous on a basis of a driving profile (see col. 2, lines 
24-67 and col. 3, lines 5-25). It would have obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to make Hahn adapt to include blocking or releasing the existing 
operating states of the operable device according to whether the actual driving situation is 
dangerous or non-dangerous on a basis of a driving profile because the poor traction due to bad 
weather and speed of upcoming traffic in the driving profile of Hahn (see col. 6, lines 42-46) are 
factors when determining dangerous and non-dangerous driving conditions and it would allow 
for improved control of vehicle operation during adverse driving conditions. 

Regarding claim 10 Hahn teaches an operable device to be used in a vehicle comprising 
an operating panel through which a user cause at least one of producing existing operating states 
or changing existing operating states of the operable device (see col. 5, lines 9-13 and col. 6, 
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lines 10-16). Hahn teaches a decision unit, coupled to the operating panel, which receives data 
for determining vehicle specific conditions by measuring fluctuation of a driving speed of the 
vehicle over a time period (see col. 5, lines 35-45 and col. 6, lines 16-25). Hahn does not 
specifically teach blocking or releasing the existing operating states of an operable device based 
on the measured fluctuation. Hahn does teach controlling existing operating states according to 
an actual driving situation on the basis of measuring fluctuations of the driving speed of the 
vehicle (see col. 6, lines 60-67 and col. 7, lines 1-5). Lemelson teaches blocking or releasing the 
existing operating states of an operable device according to vehicle velocity over a time period 
(see col. 2, lines 24-67 and col. 3, lines 5-25). It would have obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to make Hahn adapt to include blocking or releasing 
the existing operating states of an operable device based on the measured fluctuation because this 
would allow for improved control of vehicle operation during adverse driving conditions. 

Regarding claim 1 1 Hahn teaches wherein the operable device is operable to perform at 
least one of receiving and transmitting data (see col. 5, lines 20-25 and FIG. 1). 

Regarding claim 12 Hahn and Lemelson teach a device as recited in claim 1 1 and is 
rejected given the same reasoning as above. 

Regarding claim 13 Hahn teaches equipment which collects information on at least one 
of conditions are states under which or by which the operable device is currently being operated, 
and transmits the information as data to a decision unit (see col. 5, lines 35-45 and col. 6, lines 
16-25). 

Regarding claim 14 Hahn and Lemelson teach a device as recited in claim 13 and is 
rejected given the same reasoning as above. 
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Regarding claim 15 Hahn and Lemelson teach a device as recited in claim 13 and is 
rejected given the same reasoning as above. 

Regarding claim 16 Hahn and Lemelson teach a device as recited in claim 13 and is 
rejected given the same reasoning as above. 

Regarding claim 17 Hahn and Lemelson teach a device as recited in claim 9 except for an 
operable device comprising a receiving unit, wherein data is received by a receiving unit and is 
transmitted to a decision unit to be used alone or together with other data to control the blocking 
of the operating states or releasing of the operating state of an operable device. Hahn does teach 
data that is received by a receiving unit and is transmitted to a decision unit to be used alone or 
together with other data to control operating states of an operable device (see coL 6, lines 40-50 
& 60-67 and col. 7, lines 1-5), Lemelson teaches blocking or releasing the existing operating 
states of an operable device according to whether the actual driving situation is dangerous or 
non-dangerous (see col. 2, Unes 24-67 and col. 3, lines 5-25). It would have obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to make the invention adapt to include 
an operable device comprising a receiving unit, wherein data is received by a receiving unit and 
is transmitted to a decision unit to be used alone or together with other data to control the 
blocking of the operating states or releasing of the operating state of an operable device because 
it would allow for improved control of vehicle operation during adverse driving conditions. 

Regarding claim 18 Hahn and Lemelson teach a device as recited in claim 17 and is 
rejected given the same reasoning as above. 

Regarding claim 19 Hahn and Lemelson teach a device as recited in claim 17 and is 
rejected given the same reasoning as above. 
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Regarding claim 20 Hahn and Lemelson teach a device as recited in claim 17 and is 
rejected given the same reasoning as above. 

Regarding claim 21 Hahn and Lemelson teach a device as recited in claim 17 and is 
rejected given the same reasoning as above. 

Regarding claim 22 Hahn and Lemelson teach a device as recited in claim 17 and is 
rejected given the same reasoning as above. 

Regarding claim 23 Hahn and Lemelson teach a device as recited in claim 17 and is 
rejected given the same reasoning as above. 

Regarding claim 24 Hahn and Lemelson teach a device as recited in claim 17 and is 
rejected given the same reasoning as above. 

Regarding claim 25 Hahn teaches a method for controlling an operable device, which is 
used in a vehicle (see col. 5, lines 9-13). Hahn teaches controlling an operating panel by a user 
to cause at least one of producing existing operating states or changing existing operating states 
of the operable device (see col. 5, lines 9-13 and col. 6, lines 10-16). Hahn teaches receiving 
data in a decision unit which is coupled to an operating panel; determining vehicle specific 
conditions over a time period of vehicle operation by evaluating the received data (see col. 5, 
lines 35-45 and col. 6, lines 16-25 & 40-50). Hahn teaches converting the vehicle-specific 
conditions into a driving profile indicating an actual driving situation of the vehicle (see col. 7, 
lines 55-58). Hahn does not specifically teach blocking or releasing the existing operating states 
of the operable device according to whether the actual driving situation is dangerous or non- 
dangerous on a basis of a driving profile. Hahn does teach controlling existing operating states 
according to an actual driving situation on the basis of a driving profile (see col. 6, lines 60-67 
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and col. 7, lines 1-5). Lemelson teaches blocking or releasing the existing operating states of an 
operable device according to whether the actual driving situation is dangerous or non-dangerous 
on a basis of a driving profile (see col. 2, lines 24-67 and col. 3, lines 5-25). It would have 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to make Hahn adapt 
to include blocking or releasing the existing operating states of the operable device according to 
whether the actual driving situation is dangerous or non-dangerous on a basis of a driving profile 
because the poor traction due to bad weather and speed of upcoming traffic in the driving profile 
of Hahn (see col. 6, lines 42-46) are factors when determining dangerous and non-dangerous 
driving conditions and it would allow for improved control of vehicle operation during adverse 
driving conditions. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Vallancourt U.S Patent No. 6,263,282 Bl discloses a system and method for waming of 
dangerous driving conditions. 

Parvulescu et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,687,497 discloses a method, system and structure for 
disabling a communication device during the occurrence of one or more predetermined 
conditions. 

MacGregor et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,450,587 Bl discloses vehicle brake safety system 
apparatus and methods. 

list et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,079,258 discloses a method for analyzing the driving behavior 
of motor vehicles. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brandon J. Miller whose telephone number is 571-272-7869. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 8:00 am to 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, George Eng can be reached on 571-272-7495. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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